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Office Of Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear "Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED
lFEB 2 j J994 \ "'

FE[{~C:~NICAT~COMMISSa.
THE SEcReTARY

Specialized Mobile Radio systems have been, since their inception,
adjudged private systems regulated by the Private Radio Bureau.
Admittedly their status has blurred with the increasingly more
liberal rules and policies particularly regarding interconnections
with the telephone network and more recently the proliferation of
wide-area EMSRs.

To reclassify all SMRs to Commercial Mobile Service absent the
three year transition period (that seemed a reasonable compromise)
would be a gross injustice to small businesses such as ours. We do
not argue with the concept of ·regulatory parity but ~instant

reclassification" will undoubtedly place a great burden on our firm
and stifle our ability to compete in a fast changing market.

We implore you to retain the three year transition period for small
footprint systems whose opera~ions show little similarity to ESMRs
and cellular networks.

Sincerely,

f~·c.w.~
Robert C. Wallenburj!
President

No. of Copies rec'd /JJ+--J
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COM~ISSION

1919 M STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

DEAR CHAIRMAN HUNDT:

RECEIVED

fFEB 2:; 199.t
FEDERAL C(j,lMUNICATIOrIS COMMissa'

or:FJCE OF THE SECRfTARY .

I AM WRITING TO URGE THE FCC TO DELAY ANY RECLASSIFICATION OF
SMRs TO COMMERCIAL MOBILE SERVICES. WHILE YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY
TO REVIEW THE CURRENT LEVEL OF COMPETITION BETWEEN THIS INDUSTRY AND
CELLULAR AND THE LIMITED ABILITY OF THE TRADITIONAL SMR TO PROVIDE A
SERVICE II FUNCTIONALLY EQUIVALENT II TO CELLULAR.

I AM AN SMR OPERATOR OFFERING TRADITIONAL, NOT WIDE-AREA DIGITAL
SERVICE. I BELIEVE THAT LABELING SMALL BUSINESSES, SUCH AS MINE~ AS
eMS WOULD SERIOUSLY IMPACT MY BUSINESS. THE REGULATIONS, WHICH MAY
BE APPROPRIATE FOR AT&T OR RBOCs, WOULD GREATLY HAMPER MY ABILITY TO
COMPETE WITH MY TYPICALLY LARGE COMPETITORS, AND WOULD PROVIDE A
STRONG DISINCENTIVE FOR GROWTH AND INNOVATION.

-I RECOGNIZE THAT SOME SMRs'PROPOSING TO CONVERT TO HIGH
CAPACITY, WIDE AREA SYSTEMS SHOULD AND WILL BE CLASSIFIED AS CMS. AS
THEY MOVE TOWARD GENUINE COMPETITION WITH CELLULAR AND PCS. EVEN
THEN, CONGRESS HAS ALREADY DECIDED THAT TIME WILL BE NEEDED IF THESE
NEW SYSTEMS ARE EXPECTED TO BECOME TRULY COMPETITIVE.

THE SMR INDUSTRY SUPPORTED PASSAGE OF THE OMNIBUS RECONCILIATION
BILL ON THE BELIEF THAT TRADITIONAL SMR's WOULD CONTINUE TO BE
CONSIDERED AS CARRIERS.

I URGE YOU NOT TO PERMIT THE TRADITIONAL SMR BUSINESS TO BE
SADDLED WITH THE UNNECESSARILY BURDENSOME COMMON CARRIER REGULATIONS.

No. of Copies rec'd Of)
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Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal CommunicatioDS Commissioner
Washington, DC

Dear Chairman Hundt:

FEDER~(lfMUNiCATIONSCOMMISSIOO
. ICE OF THE SECRETARv

We are writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial Mobile
Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level of competition between this
industry .and cellular and the limited ability of the traditional SMR to provide a service
functionally equivalent to cellular. We also urge you to affrrm the Congressional intent to have
a three year transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS, respective of which
systems are included.

We are SMR operators offering traditional, not wide-area digital, service. We believe that
labeling small businesses, such as ours, as CMS would seriously impact our business. The
regulatioDS, which may be appropriate for AT&T or RBOCs, would greatly hamper our ability
to compete with our typically large competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for
growth and innovation.

We recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide area systems should
and will be classified as CMS, as they move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS.
Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be needed if these new systems are
expected to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, a transition period
is needed during which different typ~s of regulations will be appropriate for different degrees
of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation Bill on the belief that
traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as carriers. We also understood that anyone
classified as CMS would have a three year transition period.



Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commissioner
January 26, 1994
Page 2

We urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the unnecessarily
burdensome common carrier regulations. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three
year transition is needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that was mandated by
Congress, and please don't "dump" all SMRs into the newly created CMS.

Yours truly,

WOODARD COMMUNICATIONS CORP.

/I~~ ~
Harold Dupre

Russell J. S Y

tb~Jl2:zI~~
chiZal. Fontenot
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Commissio!JFederal Communications
1919 M Street. NW
Washington. DC 20554
Attn: Chairman Hunt

Dear Chairman lIunt. FEDERAL CawfMUNiCATIONSCOMMISS~
CY=FICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay or withdraw any
reclassification of existing analog SMRs to Commercial Mobile
Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level
of competition between this industry and cellular and the limited
ability of the traditional SMR to provide a service functionally
equivalent to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional
intent to have a three year transition period for conversion of
p.ivate systems to CMS, resp~ctive of which systems are included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional, not wide area digital,
service. I believe that labeling small businesses, such as mine, as
CMS would seriously impact my business. The regulations, which may be
appropriate for AT&T or RBOCs. 'would greatly hamper my ability to
compete with my typically large competitors, and would provide a
strong disincentive for growth and itlnovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity,
wide area systems should and will be classified as CMS. As they move
toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress
has already decided that time wil I be needed if these new systems are
expected to become truly competitive. Just as in the iong distance
mark~t, a transiti0n period is needed during which different types cf
r'~gulations will he appropriate for different degrees of competitive
de're lopment.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations.
At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three year transition is
n~eded t(l promote lhe competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.
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January 13~ 1994

Office of Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington~ DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

REOEivED
tFEB 23 1994

~CC».fMUN!CATJONS COMMissa,'
ICE OFTHE SECRfTAH\I' .

..

'<, ...•.•- ..-. ',', ,

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclass-
i fication of SMRs,to Commercial.JIIIobil Services (CSM). I~",
you have an. opportunity to.review the current·.i level, ,of, < '. .....:.

cOlDPeti tion between..this industry...,.,anc.cellular . and, the
limited abi 1 i ty;~of; thetraditional'~SMR,to provide ,a: service~::, .'. '~':e:""

,"functional.ly·ceqUivalent~'to·cellular;;';'.:."I"alsoi.turge';you",to"tf)l~&"'~'
affirm the'Congressional(·t'intent'tO~'have'athreeyeari''';;'''''';'' ':~'{'1' ..:",,,,

transition' perioci·,\forcbnVersiOn'·:OfJpl'"ivate'SystemstoCMS.. '''·'·
rapective of)t;,h!ch SystelDS'·areinclUdect.i:G~\":· .

- , ~ ~~..\;, . (' ,:~ ,'.',....~ ,-~ .•>.. ,', I!'\;q~i ~~~~i~~H~' . ,;;~~., . • ",'~.;:';·~:;~:~:.;~~~~~~~,~~t,;N}'{"':;:;"~~f»~{;i·"',' ;~:~~:/!v;;' '::~'~{;~):.k~:"_~' '.~ '.~'~::_ :.':.;~/~,J .

"" :",:~"';~';:~':y§~~:?;J~:;~'; ,",'ieri~.·. ,.t.16h~l.J~{'Y~t,'~ltt4!L;~re~':;· "i;;{

·~r~~fi~:~~~~i~~~~., .. 4,,~c~~:'JI;~:t~'~i'~"'+"
large compe~ators"c,>, a , * Id prov ,k,strong;.,d1s1ncent.1ve "\

. . . ". ;~_...:, " .. ' .'. ':. ;'~"; .... ',_", ..:.~ ,,',,' :.·~,<f::r"':;.:·., :""':' t " ,', - ~.~ : 'f~;,. ,,,te.

for growth and,:innovatiori.; ;';,,: ",
.:/; ~:",::,,:,.'!.::,.,)~,/:>j:, ,',: ,",N':~:~::;\~;~;~;~:~li~i~~::;: :,~', :i,z';~ ::';'

I recogni.zethat.,'>some>SMRs,.p~~sil"lg to. convert;.,to. high
capacity,wide",.area',sYste.s>;~'Shoul~and+tdllbe·classi fied as·{
CMS as;'they';-tfftove.(i:toward;genuine,;,col.petition \wi thecellular i,' and" .' •...
pes .. Even then; Congress has already decided' that time will
be needed if these new systems are expected to become truly
competitive. Just as in the long distance market~ a
transition period is needed during which different types or
regulations will be appropriate for different degrees of
competive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Bill on the belief that traditional SMRs would
continue to be considered as carriers.' We also understood
that anyone classified as eMS would have a three year
transition period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to
be saddled with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier
regulations. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated ~)
tht-~e-Yeat- transi~ion is need~d to Pt~omote the compe~~iesrec'd(LL
envIronment to WhIch the FCC IS commItted. LislABCOE
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'[J'i,,;,\';.please extend., to us..at·"theve...y .,·.least .. ithe th...ee."yeiir .."i.;~ .. ",.\.,~.::;"N,':'!!'!,;,fr".;
<t.t:ans i t ion,pe~iod that was' mandated by, .Cong...essand i P l~ase' ;J;.. 'Ii"': •

' don'·,:t.<d...unp:;,'all:SMRs. into the ne"ly •.• ·c...eatedCMS2',;·~AI'lOthe ... ·:·}·:!L.\lbi .\,.;;t.. :,
so.1~tion':mi9ht'!!;'be :,·tOi"letthe '...egulation" be'bY"'~hofce~~\'1'·not:c~;~f~~·'''+'t,:.•• :, ••,' ','"
ma.~~~~IJ:~·,~:';';·f~~~i':,t>e,~ i eve. ,my, 1 .",t>e:':i;e....~r 1Y,'~r;~ ~!?~.~~,1;':;i;, ,!t(~;~k.1;: ~;;':;:;',mandatory :'change:, to CMS. .,' ., "': '1" .~

,/:.},':, :,>,tF:
.,~. ~r:: .':i!>'.', .' ""'.•::">\\6'" ~""')._;i,_'" . __ -.'\!

You~s:':"VerY'"Trul y;'
(~.1.1:j~~k~j;~{;':~~:~:,·:':'ii,· .,•.. "~j'" ,." "",.
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January 20, 1994

Federal Communication Commission
P.R.B.
Attention: Chairman Hundt
2025 M Street
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

EX PARTE OR LAl'i "1~fr.

RECEIVED

{FEB 23 '994

FEDE~OM~UN!CA nONS COMMISSIOO
ICE (;F THE SECRFWl'I

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification
of SMRs to Commercial Mobile Service. While you have an
opportunity to review the current level of competition between
this industry and cellular and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to provide a service "functionally equivalent"
to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional
intent to have a three year transition period for conversion of
private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are
included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area
digital, service. I believe that labeling small businesses,
such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact my business. The
regula~ions, which may be appropriated for AT&T or RBOCs, would
greatly hamper my ability to complete with my typically large
competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for growth
and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high
capacity, wide area systems should and will be classified as
CMS, as they move toward genuine competition with cellular and
PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to become truly
competitive. Just as the long distance market, a transition
period is needed during which different types of regulations
will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive
development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Bill on the belief that traditional SMR's would

~. of Cooies rec·d.-j- J
lIst ABODE I
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continue to be considered as carriers. We also understood that
anyone classified as CMS would have a three year transition
period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier
regulations. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three
year transition is needed to promote the competitive
environment to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year
transition period that was mandated by Congress, and please
don't "dump" all SMRs into the newly created CMS.

;;;;;?c~
James W. Bayne
President

JWB/tap
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THE SECRETARY

I was alarmed recently when I heard that the FCC initiated rule making pro
ceedings which could resul t in a drastic increase in the regulatory burden
placed on my COOl>any. Apparently Congress has rnandated the i£ll>osi tion of
"regulatory parity" aroong mobile coomunication providers. This has me scared
to death.

Dear Commissioner,

Commissioner James H. Quello
Roan 802
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

December 28, 1993

Our finn is a small two-way communications company in Soldotna. We operate a
couple of repeater channels on the Kenai Peninsula, and cater mostly to other
small service industry companies.

One possible interpretation of "regulatory parity" would cause our company to
be treated the same as a cellular licensee.

There is talk of allowing cellular and ES\R carriers to use sane of their
allocated channels for dispatch. Because of the monopolistic (diapolistic?)
nature of cellular licensing, and possible competitive bidding/lotteries for
their channels, this will mean that the very deep pockets of the huge cellular
and ESMR carriers will squeeze the last breath of air out of mom-and-pop-type
companies like mine. And there are companies like mine in every state in the
Union.

The FCC would lump small operators like us into their new, all-encompassing
"commercial mobile service provider" category. We do not errploy frequency
reuse, and should continue to be regulated as private systems.

I have no i 11usions that Borealis Communications wi 11 ever be confused with
Motorola, FleetCall, McCaw, etc. To our custaners, however, we are their
locaL Alaskan service provider; we're the kind of firm that helped Alaska's
fishermen, oilfield companies, and tour operators expand.

Please do what you can to keep small SMR operators in the category of private
systems.

Sincerely,

~~dt4
Barney Wilborg, owner

~o. of Cooies rec'd d i (
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()f'fice of ChcdTman F~:eed Hundt
F'CC
1919 M Street. NW
Wa~:;rjirH::Jton. DC ~,205~.:'4

Dec:it-· Chairman Hu.ndt:

'T"hf2 srnaJ.l~ local SMF: is in no way a threat t.o.
cOli1oetitor at. celluL:u- set-vice..

EXPARTE
OR LATEFILED

RECEIVED

(FEB 2:5 '994
~IW CC».IMUNICA

Qt::T;/CE OF THE SETiONS COMM/SSIQ\'
CRErARY

t'!/ small SMF~: pr'ovides t...m-lrJay dispatch service t.o about.
600 small businesses :in Central ,:ind Norther-n Wisconsin,
,:;"nd can not be consider'ed to be "functionally equivalent"
to cellLllar. In addition, we o'f fer service only to
business and government, not to the genet-al public.

I believe throwing the small SMR in with the monopoly
stat.us cellular companies for- r-egulator-y pUt-poses would
ultimately be devastating to the tr-adition,":'1.1 SMR ser-v·ice.
Is t.he pur-pose of r-egulation t.o enhance competition to the
benefit of the end-Llser-, or- destr-oy competition to the
benefit of those wit.h the most pm-Jet-ful lobbyists?

It makes sense to r-egulate ESMF:s, aftelr a suitable per-i.od
clf consolidation and gr-Dwth, on a par- with cellulat-. But
to place the bur-den of common ca.nriage r-egulation on small
rliche compani.es such as our-~, makes no sense whatsoevf~r.

I Lwqe the commission to please dl-aw a distinct:io,'j between
"'Jall Str-eet financed cellulat- and ESr"m opet-ations, and
those such as ours, 'f inanced with per-sonal guarantees and
~3f.?cond mort.gages on OLW' r'lomes.

F'lea~.;e follow conqr-essional intent and lea\ie the b8,sics e,f
t:hE' or"iginal industry eompt-'omise in place;

la ·f,...· a.rji.tion Ct. 1 t.JMj;:·· 5 r- eind.in f:j["- .i\./ a. t.e C:~3f-t"-i.E~ 1-n
:;~n 1) is.\f=,c.-=t tc t"i on 1. Y Cjjj f t-·I~::-qU.I~~n c:i.£~s; OF' .i1;.lin ctl1 ":-/

so been sed.
:::;;. :::;;-yee\t·- transit.ion pet-iod fr'CJfH pl"'i.V2tf.~ to

c:ofHmen:.i.aJ. sel'"'\/i(::(~, 'fo~- thD~5€.~ ,3 f f '=:Ct.E·c!.
4.. "Functional equiva.lencv" test for"

i"~ E:<= 1a s· s:;i.·f .iC~2 t~ic:)n 21..:-5 c:Cj{nrnE'I;-' c: i~:~\ 1 ":=:. (7::1:- \/ :i.e l:.:~ ..
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Chairman Hundt 1-19-94 '!IiI'~ I

Federal Communications Commission RECEIVED
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 {FEB 23 '994

Dear Chairman Hundt, FEDE~:~~NTH"CEATSEIOcNSCOMMJSSI().I
RETMIr'

Our company is engaged in development of hundreds of 220-222 MHz ("220") systems
across the US. Part ofour assumptions and business plan involve 220 licenses and
systems remaining classified as Private Radio systems, or in any case, operating under
rules, as has been the case for SMR's, considerably different from rules applicable to
commercial cellular systems.

Our company urges the FCC to delay an reclassification of220-222 MHz systems ("220")
to Commercial Mobile Services. These systems cannot, and for the public benefit should
not, operate on "functionally equivalent" basis with cellular or ESMR systems. The 220
systems, by inherent technical and capacity limitations, cannot be "functionally
equivalent" nor close to such:

I. Each license (the local, five-channellicense category of 220) has only five 5-KHz
channels. Even large collections of these licenses in a geographic area, operated in a
consortium, will have only a small fraction of the channels that cellular and ESMR
systems would or could have in such area. And in terms of total bandwidth, that
fraction would be further reduced to about one-fifth (since each 220 channel is about
l/5th the bandwidth ofa cellular or 800 MHz SMR channel).

2. The 220 systems can operate only in a half-duplex mode, due to having transmit and
receive frequencies only 1 MHz apart- too close for practical, commercially feasible
full duplex equipment (the only type-accepted 220 equipment is half-duplex, and the
220 equipment vendors have not devised a means to cost-effectively achieve full
duplex in 220, due to the very close [1 MHz] proximity oftrasmit and receive
frequencies.). Cellular and ESMR easily operate in full duplex. 220, without full
duplex, cannot compete on an "equivalent" basis in the interconnect market. Also,
with such limited channels and bandwidth, 220 must limit even its half-duplex
interconnect if it intends to use its relatively small capacity to serve well its principal
market, which is traditional dispatch.

3. The 220 operators, per FCC rules, must operate within 5 KHz narrowband channels;
whereas cellular and ESMR have 25 to 30 KHz channels which allow for a wider
variety of propagation methods including channel splitting techniques (TDMA,
CDMA, Hi MA, MIRS, etc) and higher speed data. As spectrum-efficient narrowband

No. of Cooies rec'd A-J-)
liatABCOE ~



pioneers, the 220 operator must be allowed to develop and test various new 220
technologies in select, controlled. flexible private-company applications- of the
operator's choosing- and not burdened by requirement to open up such pioneering
services to the public at large (to any interested party).

Clearly, the new, pioneering 220 operators should not be subject to the same or as much
or demanding regulation as commercial, high-capacity cellular and ESMR operations.
220 should be allowed to develop and operate as Private Radio services, providing
dispatch and other "niche" or "customized" services for special segments of the
population. 220 should not be subject to State regulation; should be allowed to choose
and exclude parties it serves, and should otherwise be permitted such reasonable
allowances that currently apply to SMR's and that appropriately have not been allowed
for (and should not be extended to) these commercial public services such as cellular and
ESMR.

Sincerely,

'--->---...c::::--------

Warren Havens
President and CEO
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Federal Communications Commission
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Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs
to Commercial Mobile Services to allow an opportunity to review
the current level of competition between this industry and
cellular, and the limited ability of the traditional SMR to
provide a service "functionally equivalent" to cellular. I also
urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year
transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS,
respective of which systems are included.

Ericss0!1-::-GE. pr~m~r!;Ly..~erves the SMR operator offering
trad'itional, . not '-~ide";'area _d,igi,.t~l, _, service... I. be,liErve _,that" .
1iibeling""smalt"SMRs', ;-, as:CMS:would ~erio\lsiy:illlpact;::tlibs~~_-.... :,:'.'"

,- _- .'-", ... ~,. 'l,~ --,t<' .... ,.., .. '.- .... ~. ·.~.· .. ' •. ·4'·~··;·-,-,·t :~""", •.--,:_,...~:.,:._.~ _~l"."-. __••_.,~ ..... r ~,' '.-, ·····t _ ,.,~.', .. _':

bus1nesse~f..·· Reg\llations," Which -may:' be-' a'ppropriate~'for~~T&T ..or, > "
" .-. '~- - . "' .. -- .... _ ""'---.,'. ..;.-.:.. ': •... :~ ... ,', .'-" .. t·.· . . ~. _.,:-.. ; '._·,-.·... ·.:;·'1. ~;;:.

RBOCs'~ would greatly hamp~_r·.·thel.-r· ~b111tY.,to 90mpet¢ ,w1th: large
organizations, and thereby provides a strong dis-incentive for
growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity,
wide area systems should and will be classified as CMS, as they
move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then,
Congress has already decided that time will be needed if these new
systems are expected to become truly competitive. Just as in the
long distance market, a transition period is needed during which
different types of regulations will be appropriate for different
degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation
Bill on the belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be
considered as carriers. We also understood that anyone classified
as CMS would have a three year transition period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations.
At a 'minimum the CODgressionally mandated three-year transition is
needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC
claims it is committed.

---- -----~----------

Ericsson GE Mobile Communications Inc.
1325 South Colorado Boulevard, Suite B-610
Denver, Colorado 80222

Telephone (303) 753-8844
FAX (303) 753·0856



r .

January 11, 1994

Office of Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
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Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition
period that was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all
SMRs into the newly created CMS.

Regards

~~idSlY 1
Manage - Carrier Sales

._ .._-- - -_._---- -------,~--._---
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RECEIVED

lFEB 2.3 1994
OFFICE OF CHAIRMAN HUNDT
FCC
1919 M. STREET, NW
WASHINGTON D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs to
Commercial Mobile Services. While you have an opportunity to review the
current level of competition between this industry and cellular and the
limited ability of the traditional 5MB. to provide a service "functionally
equivalent" to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent
to have a three year transition period for conversion of private systems to
CMS, respective of which systems are included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional. not wide-area digital,
service. I believe that labeling small businesses. such as mine, as CMS
would seriously impact my business. The regulations. which may be appro
priate for AT&T or RBOC's, would greatly hamper iny ability to compete with
my typically large competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for
growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide
area systems should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward
genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already
decided that time will be needed if these new systems are expected to
become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, a transition
period is needed during which different types of regulations will be appro
priate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus ReconcilIation Bill
on the belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as
carriers. We also understood that anyone classified as CMS would have a
three year transition period.

to be saddled with
At a minimum the

to promote the

I urge you not to p~rmit the traditional SMR business
the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations.
Congressionally mandated three-year transition is needed
competitive environment to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three ye~t~~~~~riod~~;l
that was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" al:t.ift §qE into the
newly created CMS.

Sincerely, ~~

~n
GW/gj
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January 13, 1994

Federal Communication Commission
ATTN: Chairman Reed Hundt
Private Radio Bureau
2025 M st., NW
5th Floor
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Reed Hundt:

DOCKETRLECOPYOffiGWAL

EX PARle OR LAre FILED

RECEIVED

IFfB 231994
FEDERAL CCliMUNiCATIONS COMMISSION

OFFJCE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMa's
to Commercial Mobile Services. As you have an opportunity to
review the current level of competition between ESMR, PCS and
cellular you will note the limited ability of the traditional SMa
to provide a service "functionally equivalent" to cellular. I also
urge you to affirm the congressional intent to have a three year
transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS,
respective of which systems are included.

Triangle communications, I~c. is an SMR operator offering
traditional dispatch radio, not wide-area digital, service. I
believe that labeling small businesses, such as ours as CMS would
seriously impact our business. The regulations which may be
appropriate for AT&T or regional Bells would greatly hamper our
ability to compete with our typically large competitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

As some SMR's move toward genuine competition with Cellular and PCS
by converting to high capacity, wide area systems, classification
as CMS will be appro9riate. Even then. Conqress has already
decided that time will be needed if these new systems are expected
to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market,
during which different types of regulations will be appropriate for
different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation
Bill on the belief that traditional SMR I s would continue to be
considered as private carriers. We also understood that anyone
classified as CMS would have a three year transition period.

No. of Copies rac'd /?J )
Ust ABCDE '-U-L/-
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATION COMMISSION
ATTN: Chairman Reed Hundt

IkPARTE
OR LATEFILED

RECEIVED
IFEB 2j '1994

FEDtRALCQ,fI,fUNICAT
OR=ICE OF THE S~Em~/SSION

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled
with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations. At
the minimum the congressionally mandated three-year transition is
needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition
period that was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all
SMR's into the newly created CMS.

Sincerely,

h~~
Roy K. Smoker
Vice President

cc: The Honorable Albert Gore, Vice President
The Honorable Robert Walker, US House of Representatives

940 West Main Street • New Holland, PA 17557 • (717) 656-2211 • FAX (717) 656-3458

3201 Montrose Avenue • Laureldale. PA 19605 • (215) 929-4211 • FAX (215) 929-5216
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January 12, 1994

FEDERAL <DMJNlCATICRi aHUSSIClii
ATTN: CHAIRMAN REm HUNDT
1919 M ST NW
~DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt,

TELEPHONE:
STURGEON SAY
SHAWANO

~ tV J)()qt £.1 ~ •~.~s..-......::::,-/

CEIVED

{FEB 23 '994
FEDER~COMMUNICATIONS COMMlSSroo

.. /CEOFTHESECRETARY

I am writiIlg to urge the FCC tc delay a.."ly reclassificati.on of SMRs to Coamercial
Mobile Services. ilrile you have an opportunity to review the current level of
conpetition between this industry and cellular, and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to provide a service -functionally equivalent- to cellular. I
also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year transition
period for conversion of private systeut:> to CMS, respective of which systeut:> are
included.

I am a SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area digital service. I
believe that labeling small businesses,such as mine, as CMS would seriously i.q;)act
my business. 'rhe regulations, which may be appropriate for AT & T or RBQC's would
greatly hamper my ability to caIp!te with my typically large conpetitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide-area systeut:>
should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward genuine coop!tition
with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to become truly caIp!titive. .Just as in
the long distance market, a transition period is needed during which different types
of regulations will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive developnent.

The SMR industry supported passage of the amibus Reconciliation Bill on the
belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as private carriers.
~rt:: put ow. [dith in the FCC to support rather than destroy the traditional SMR
businesses. I hope this support has not changed with your new leadership at the
FCC.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the
unnecessarily burdensaue coumon carrier regulations. At a minimum, the Congressionally
mandated three-year transition is needed to proroote the competitive environment
to which the FCC is conmitted.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that
was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all SMR's into the newly
created CMS. . /ltJ- J

No. of CoPies rec'd.J..L-Lf-
Sincerely , List ABCOE

Thomas w. Pohlman
Owner - B.T. Conm.mications Co.
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January 12, 1994

FEDERAL <DKlNICATlOOS CCJo1MISSI~

AT"l'N: CHAIRMAN REED HIJNDT
1919 M ST NW
WASHING'lm DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt,

RECEIVED
IFE8 2j 1994

FtotRALCOMM '" _
OFFICE UNlvA lIONS COMM/SS

OF THE SECRETARY ION

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMIts to Coomercial
Mobile services. Nlile you have an opportunity to review the current level of
<XlIIpetition between this industry and cellular, and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to pI:'OVide a service -functionally equivalent- to cellular. I
also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year transition
period for conversion of private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are
included.

I am a SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area digital service. I
believe that labeling small businesses,such as mine, as CMS would seriously iqact
my business. "1'he regulations, which may be appropriate for AT & T or RBOC' s would
greatly haqler my ability to COIIpete with my typically large <:aIpetitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

I recognize that some 5MRs pcoposing to convert to high capacity, wide-area systems
should and will be classified as CMS•. As they move toward genuine ~tition
with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to becaoe truly calP!titive. Just as in
the long distance market, a transition period is needed during which different types
of regulations will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive developnent.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omibus Reconciliation Bill on the
belief that traditional SMa's would continue to be considered as private carriers.
we put our faith in the FCC to support rather than destroy the traditional SMR
businesses. I hope this supp::>rt has not changed with your new leadership at the
FCC.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the
unnecesSarily burdensome conmon carrier regulations. At a minimum, the Congressionally
mandated three-year transition is needed to promote the competitive environment
to which the FCC is comnitted.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that
was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all SMR's into the newly
created CMS.

Sincerely,

Daniel T. Pohlman
Owner - Automa.ted Business Cooanunications Co.

No. of CoPies rec'd 0 ..-fJ
UatABCOE



J--
GO·'It£KeA- 9tL-6

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl 93-2'3~~TE
LAVONNE CORDON CAR PHONES, INC. OR LATE FILED

LaVonne Cordon, President

PO Box 11110
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110

(206) 842-2814
Fax (206) 842-5575
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FEDERAl Ca.lMUNICAnONS COMMISSIQ\'
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARV

January 20, 1994

Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

~
Dear CPlatrman Hundt:-I am Wlltng to urge the Commission to delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial Mobile Services
(CM~ If this is done, you have an opportunity to review the current level of competition between the
"traditional SM R" and cellular you will also be able to evaluate the limited ability of the "traditional SM R" to
provm a service "functionally equivalent" to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to
havljthree year transition period of conversion of the ''traditional SMR" systems to CMS.

"""'J
I am a woman who is the sole ownerand operator of a small SMR system offering traditional, notwide-area
digital, service. I know that labeling small businesses, such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact my
business. Moreover, applying regulations, which may be appropriate for AT&T or RBOCs, would greatly
hamper my ability to compete with typically large competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for
my SMR growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs which are proposing and are converting to high capacity, wide area systems
should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS.
Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be needed if these new systems and the rest of
the SMR industry are to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, the transition period
is needed during which determinations can be made as to the different types of regulations that will be
appropriate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation Bill in the beliefthat traditional SMR's
would continue to be considered as private carriers. We also understood that anyone involved in CMS
would have a three year transition period to make this major shift in operation

I urge you not to penalize the "traditional SM R" systems with the unnecessarily burdensome com mon carrier
regulation at this time. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three-year transition time should be
maintained to permit the developing the competitive environment to which the Commission is committed.

Very truly yours,

LaVonne H. Cordon Car Phone. Inc.

No. of Copies rec'd /11 J
List ABODE ~

LaVonne H. Cordon, President


